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ABSTBACT . 

Evaluation of the 1981-82 -Title I Migrant Program in 
the Austin, Texas Independent School District involved prediction of 
a Final Beport and a Technical Report which present information 
relevant to the decision questions; production of an Anxrual 
Evaluation Beport for the Texas Education Association which documents 
the extent to which program objecti-ves have been acbievedr and 
disreiination of evaluation information to district personnel 
throughout the^ear by means of brochures, memos, and meetings* The 
evaluation design, contained in this document, is a 1-year plan of 
evaluation work for the project. Chapter I presents ranes o* persons 
who have been provided portions of the design for review 'and comment* 
Chapter II desctibes the project and related evaluation activities* 
Chapter III states all the decision questions and relates tie,* to the 
evaluation questions and objectives and to their data sources* 
Chapter IV specifies information needs not intluded in tire previous 
sedtion* Chapter V specifies the medium for information 
dissemination, date of distribution, and persons receiving the 
information* Chapter VI lists each information source, population 
from which obtained, da*te of collection, and Analysis techniques. 
Chapter VII is a timeline for data collection* Chapter VIII 
summarizes all evaluation work estimates by position fcr each aspect* 
(CM) 
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Evaluation Design 



ABSTRACT 



Title : EVALUATION DESIGN: ESEA Title I Migrant Program Fall, 1981 



Contact Persons : Catherine Christner, Glynn Ligon 



No. Pages : 27 



Content: 



The evaluation design is a one-year plan of evaluation^work for the project 
The table of contents for this document includes: 



I. 



II. 



Evaluation Design 
Review Form 



Narrative Summary 

A. Prtfgram Summary 

B. Evaluation- Summary 



This chapter presents the names and/or 
signatures of persons (responsible for 
some aspect of the project's imple- 
mentation) who have been provided 
relevant portions of the design for 
review and comment. 

This chapter briefly describes tfSTproject 
and the Evaluation activities tied to the/' 
project. 



III. Decision Questions 

A. Questions Addressed 

B. Overview j 



IV. Information tteeds 

A. Needs 

B. Overview 



Here the evaluator states all the decision 
questions and relates th^m to the evalua- 
tion questions and objectives as well as 
their data sources. 

Here the evaluator specifies other informa- 
tion needs that are not included in the 
decision question section. This may 
include information required for annual 
TEA rfeports, applications, interim reports, 
etc. 



V. Dissemination 



VI. Information Sources 



Here the evaluator specifies the medium by 
which intimation will be disseminated, 
the date of distribution, and the persons 
l^receiving the information. 



The evaluator lists each information source 
and specifies the population from which 
information will be obtained. The date 
the information will be collected and the 
analysis techniques are listed as well. 
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VII • Data to be Collected in This is a timeline 'for the collection 
the Schools of data in the schools. 

VIII* Evaluation Time Resources This chapter summarizes all the evalua- 
Allocation Summary tion work estimates (in person-days) 

by position, for each aspect of the 
evaluation* 



Evaluation Design Summary : 

Evaluation^ o r the 1981- 82 Title I Migrant Program involves three major 
activities: 

a) The production of a Final Report and a Technical Report which 
present information relevant to the decision questions* 

b) The production of an Annual Evaluation Report lor TEA which 
documents the extent to which program objectives have been 
achieVed. 

c) The dissemination of evaluation information to district 
personnel throughout the yerft by means of brochures, memos, 
meetings, etc. 



Scope of Design : 

5 Decision Questions 
32 Evaluation Questions 
19 Information Need Questions 
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I 

PROGRAM SUMMARY 

i 

. The Title I Migrant Program is a federally-funded project in the Austin 
Independent School District* It is designed to meet the unique needs of 
the District's Migrant Program students. Funds to aid in the education of 
Migrant Program students are made available to the states based on tae num- 
ber of students who are identified within each state. The Texas Education 
Agency then allocates the Texas funds to local districts based on district . 
need and program quality. Both currently migratory and formerly migratory 
children may be served by the Migrant Program. A currently migratory child * 
is one (a) whose parent or guardian is a migratory agricultural^ worker or 
migratory fisher, and (b) who has moved within the past 12 months from one 
school district to another *to enable the child, the child's guardian, or a 
member of the child's immediate family to obtain temporary or seasonal em- 
ployment in an agricultural or fishing activity. , The (term "agricultural 
activity" means "any activity related to crop production (including the 
preparation of soil and the storing, curing, canning, or freezing of crops); 
any activity related to the production and processing 'of milk, poultry, and 
^.ivestock (fpi? human consumption); and any operation involved in forest 
< nurseries and fish farms." Students retain their currently migratory status 

for one year following their arrival in the school district. Students who 0 
remain in tne district following their year of current eligibility are con- . 
sidered formerly migratory students (with the concurrence of the parents) . 
for a period of five years. Currently and formerly migratory students are v * 
eligible for the same program services. ^ / 

The level of funding for the Migrant Program in 1980-81 was $l«,02l,594. For 
the 1981-82 school year, the funding level is $898,040. This decrease is due 
to budget cuts. 

The activities of the Migrant Program are centered around: 

recruitment of students and parental involvement 

. an instructional program for prekindergarten through 
high school students 

• health support services 



Recruitment and Parental Involvement 

In order to be eligibly for the services provided by the Migrant Program, the 
parents (guardians) of the student have to complete a Certificate of Eligibility/ 
Identification. In signing this form, the parents certify that their children 
meet the definition of Migrant Program students. Students who are already 
certified with an Eligibility/Identification Form on file are eligible for 
services as formerly migratory students without filing another fornu Using 
the previous year's list of Migrant Program students and other community and 
school contacts, the community representatives begin making home visits to 
register currently migratory students prior to the beginning of the school 
year. These home visits continue throughout the year as new Migrant Program 
students are located and identified. When the Eligibility/Identification 
Forms are completed, they are sent by the MSRTS clerk to the Region XIII 
Education Service Center for entry into the MSRTS data bank in Little Rock, 
q Arkansas • 

ERJC 2 q 
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The 'ligrant Program is also required by federal guidelines to establish 
Par^it Advisory Councils (PAC&) . In AISD, there is a local campus PAC 
established at each, elementary Title I/Migrant or Migrant campus and 
an Elementary Districtwide PAC established for the District as a whole. 
There is a Secondary Districtwide Migrant PAC established for aM Stents 
j of Migrant Program students attending secondary* schools. The PACs^rovide 
the parents of Migrant Program students and othw community member's with an 
opportunity* to learn more about the Migrant Program. PAC^ also allow'parents 
fo advise the District in its 'operation of the Migrant Program and in planning 
for future Migrant Program activities/ The establishing of" the Districtwide 
and local campus PACs is the responsibility of the Austin Independent School 
District and its staff members. f 

Frekindetgarten : The Migrant Program has nine prekindergarten classes.. The 
prekindergarten program is for students who are four years o*Ld as of Septem- 
ber 1, 1981. ,For 1981-82 two of the classes are funded 50% by Title I**Migrant 
and 50% by Title I. These two split-funded, classes are at Allan and Ridge top. 
The other classes are Ideated at Allison, Brooke, Dawson, Metz, Ortega^ 
Sanchez, and St. Eliio*/ Each of the nine classes has One teacher and no aides. 
Pre-K classes at Metz, Brooke, and Dawson ar& housed in portable beddings 
built with ESEA Title I Migrant funds. ' 

Grades K-6 : The Migrant Program funds teachers at 10 elementary campuses. 
Several of 4 the elementary teachers funded 50% by the Migrant Program and 
50% by either Title I or State Compensatory Education* This funding was 
instituted to better provide services to more Migrant Program students. The 
teachers serve the following campuses: Allan - Grades 1-3; Becker - Qradtes 
K-6; Brooke (teacher funded 50% Migrant/50% Title I) - Grades K, 4-6; Cook 
(half-time teacher is funded 100% Migrant) - Grades 4-6; Dawson -<L-Gr*des 
K-6; Govalle - Grades K-3; Highland .Park - Grades 1-3; Metz (teacher funded 
50% Migrant/50% Title I) - Grades K-3; Webb (teacher funded 50% Migrant/50% 
State Compensatory Education) - Grades 4-6; and Zavala (teacher funded 50% 
Migrant/50% Title I) - Grades K, 4-6. Th^ instructional emphasis will be a 
supplementary Oral/Written Communication ^Skills program in coordination with 
the regular instructional program. 



In addition, at Allan, Brooke, Govalle, Metz, and Zavala, a Ma h Rainbow Kit 
will be pilot tested on Migrant and Title I students. The Rainbow Kit is a 
program where materials are sent home for parents to engage in instructional 
activities with their children. 

Grades 7-12 : There are seven teachers funded at the secondary level. One 
teacher serves both Crockett High School (60% of the time) and Porter Junior^ 
High School (40% of the time). In addition, thfere. is a Migrant Program teacher 
at each of the following campuses: Fulmore Junior High School (teacher funded 
60% Migrant/40% District funds); Martin J<inior High School; 0. Henry Junior 
High School (teacher funded 80% Migrant/20% District funds); Anderson High 
School; Johnston High School, and Travis rligh School. The instructional < 
emphasis at Grades 7-12 will be Communication Skills. f 

Migrant Program students who attend campuses without a Migrant Program teacher 
may be served by other compensatory programs. 
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Heal th Se rvices; . . 

, — ^ 

The lUgrant Program provides health benefits to Migrant Program students 
who are in need of them. To receive these benefits, the Migraut Program 
students "must meet the j.ow-income criterion*' (be eligible for the free or 
reduced lunch program^. The Family Nurse Practitioner employed by the' 
Migrant Program screens and examines Migrant Program students and makes 
referrals to physicians and dentists as needed. Funds^rom the Migrant^ 
Program are used to purchase glasses of to pay medical, dental, or lab 
fees when other resources are not available. 
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EVALUATION SUMMARY 



The evaluation of the Migrant Program for 1981-82 focuses on the produc- 
tion of * the following: 

. Final Report Summary and its related Final^ Technical Report 
which present information relevant to the decision questions . 
outlined in this document; and 

. As Annual Evaluation Report for the Texas Education Agency 
(TEA) which documents the extent to which program objectives 
have been achieved. * 

V 

• Needs assessment information which provides the Migrant Program staff 
with information for planning and implementing the program as 
well provides the basis for the 1982-83 Title I Migrant Appli- 
cation for Funding. 

These activities require the collection of needs assessment, process, and 
outcome data. v 

Needs assessment data will be gathered in order to determine the number of 
students eligible for Migrant Program services, their locations, and their 
achievement levels. 

Process data will be usfed to analyze the extent and efficiency with which 
program components have been implemented.' Data in this category include 
interviews with the Migrart Pro'gram staff, Migrant Program Teacher ques- 
tionnaire, PAC records, health services records, etc. 

,0&tc(Jme data will indicate the extent to which the Migrant Program has had 
an impact on the achievement of students. The measures used will 
be the Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test, the Iowa Tests of Basic Skills, 
and the " quential Tests of Educational Progress. 
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III A 

DECISION QUESTIONS ADDRESSED 



Dl. Should the Pre-K Ins true tioual Component be continued as it is, 
modified, or deleted? 

D2v Should the K-12 Instructional Component (Communication Skills) 
be continued as it is, modified, or deleted? 

D3« Should the Health Services Component be ccatinued as it is, 
modified, or deleted? 

DA, Should the Parental Involvement Component bn continued as it is, 
modified, or deleted? 

D5. Should the MSRTS Component be continued as it is, modified, or 
deleted? 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION 
DATE 



oo 



DECISION QUESTION 



Pi, Should .ne Prekimdergar ten Instruc- 
tional Component t>e continued as it 
is, modified, ur deleted? 



July , August 
1982 



DATE 
NEEDED 



July, 1982 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



1)1-1. Were Hie achievement objec- 
tives met? 

1)1-2. How do the pre/poattest gains 
nude by the migrant pre-K 
students on r'ie I'eabody PJc- 
t ur l* Vocabulary lest compare 
with |he Title I and Title 
VI I prer-K students? 

1)1-3. How do the pre/posttcst gains 
made by migrant and Title I 
pre-K students tlila year com- 
pare with gains made in 1980 
81? With gains made by Title 
I pre-K students in a 179-80? 

Di-4. What have been the long- i em 
effects of participation in 
the Migrant Pre-K Component 
on migrant students' achieve- 
ment? 

Dl-5. How many pre-K students did 
Migrant teachers serve? 

a) What numher and percent 
of eligible pre-K stu- 
dents rece i ved services 
from a Migrant teacher? 

v b) What wai> the average num- 
ber of pre-K students 
seen daily by a Migrant 
teacher during each six* 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



o 



a) Pea body Picture Vocabulary Test 



a) Peabody Picture Vucabulary lest 



a) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 



a) Pre-K longitudinal File 



i) Migrant Student Attendance Form 



a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



00 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
k vATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


01. (continued) 

f 






bl-5. (continued) 

c) What was thu average num- 
ber of pre-K students 
served by a Migrant 
teacher during earn six- 
weeks period? 

d) What was the average num- 
ber of days of instruc- 
tion received by pre-K 
students during each six- 
weeks period? 

Ul-6. How successful was the imple- 
mentation of the Pre-K 
Component ? 

a) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by 
Migrant teachers? 

b) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by Migrant 
Program staff? 

c) ;k>w has the reorganization 
of the AISD Central Admin- 
istrative staff affected 
the implementation of the 
Pre-K Component? 

HW. Facing possible continuing * 
•reduction of funds, what pro- 
gram options exist at the 


a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 
a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 

a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 
a) Migrant Staff interview 

a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 

b) Migrant Staff Interview 

a) Information Assessment (Multiple 

sources, c.g, regulations, options 
used ana considered 'n the past, 
staff Ideas, et«..) 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


D2. Should the K-12 Instructional Compo- 
nent (Communication Skills) be conti- 
nued as it is, nullified, or deleted? 


July* August 198? 


Inly, 19H? 


Dl-7. (continued) 

pro kindergarle i level? 

U2-i . Were the achievement objec- 
tives Met? 

a) Kindergarten 

b) Grades 1-8 

c) Grades 9-12 

D2-2. How do the gains made this 
yuar by migrant students In 
grades 1-12 compare with the 
gains made in 1980-81? 

D2-3. What have been the long-term 
effects of participation in 
the Migrant K-12 Instruc- 
tional Component on migrant 
students' achievement? 

1)2-4. How many K-12 students did 
Migrant teachers serve? 

a) What number and percent 
of eligible K-12 stu- 
dents received services 
from a Migrant teacher? 

b) What was the average num- 
ber of K-12 students 


a) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

b) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

c) Sequential Test3 of Educational 
Progress 

a) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

b) Sequential Tests of Educational 
Progress 

ft) K-12 Longitudinal File 

a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 
a) Migrant Student Attendance Form 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 



DECISION 
DATE 



DATE 
NEEDED 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 



INFOPMATION SOURCES 



D2« (continued) 



D2-4. (continued) 

seen daily |>y ,i Nigranl 
teacher during each six- 
wc«*k period? 

c) What was the avomge nui 
her of K-12 students 
served by a Migrant 
teacher during each six- 
week pe^i^d? 

d) What was the average num- 
ber of days of InstruC 
tion received by K-12 
students during each six- 
week period? 

D2-5. Mow successful was the 

implementation of the K-12 
Component? 

a) What concerns/strengths 
were identified by 
Migrant teachers? 

h) What concerns/strengths 
were Identified by 
Migrant Program staff? 

c) Mow has reorganization 
of the AISD Central Ad- 
ministrative staff 
affected the implementa- 
tion of the K-12 Coapo- 
mmmmmmmmmmmmmmimmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmmi 



a) Migrant Student Attendance Fori 



a) Migrant Student Attendnace Fori 



a) Migra.it Student Attendance Form 



a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 

a) Migrant Staff Interview 

Migrant Teacher Questlonualte 

b) Migrant Staff Interview 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



o 



DECISION QUESTION 



D2. (continued) 



DECISION 
DATE 



DJ. Should the Health Services disponent 
be continued as U Is, nod If led, or 
deleted? 



July, August 
1982 



DATE 
NEEDED 



July, 1982 



RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 

D2-6. Whet number end percent of 

student* eligible for Migrant 
eervlcee received supplemmn- 
tery Inetruction frost another 
eource? 

02-7* Did the Math achievement gain 
of the Math Rainbow Kit par 
tlcipanie exceed those of non 
participanta in the control 
group? 

02-8. What etrengthe/concerns did 
the Migrant teachers note ret 
the implementation of the 
Math Rainbow Kit? 

D2r9s What atrengths/concerne did 
the Rainbow Kit parenta note 
about the Implementation of 
the Math Rainbow Kit? 

D2-10. How waa the 9th-l2th grade 

Migrant Instructional Program 
implemented? 

D2-11, Feeing possible continuing 

reduction of funds, what pro- 
gram opions exist for the 
k-12 Instructional Component? 

D3-1. Were the Components objec- 
tives met? 

D3-2. What services d 1,1 migrant 
students receive? 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



a) ^ Student Master File 

b) Migrant Student Master File 



a) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 



s) Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire 



a) Rainbow Kit Parent Qut ciounalre 



a) Secondary Teacher Activity Record 



a) Information Assessment 
(Multiple sources, e.g. regulations, 
optiona used and considered in the 
past, staff ideas, etc.) 

s) Migrant Health Services Form 

b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form 

a) Migrant Health Services Form 

b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


** 


i 




D3-3. Ifow aany Migrant students * 


a) 


Higrant Health Services Form 








(by grade and ethnicity) we\e 


b) 


Higrant Hedlcal Expenses Form 








served by the Higrant Nurse ?\ 












D3-4. How successful was the 1m- 












plementation of the Health 






- 






Services Component? 


► 










a) What concerns/strengths 


a) 


Ml Dranf - I 1 a a^ltar ( \k i o a t" 1 nnna I ra 
rl J. g l £1 11 L IcdLUcI yllcol lUIUia lie 








were ldent i f led by Hi- 












srant rpirLprn? 












b) Wliat concerns/strengths 


B) 


Higrant Staff Interview 








were Identified by Hi- 












"t/Trtiir Prnor ab atmff 
6' 01,1 riujjldi Blflii* 












uj J • rrtt. xug pun b i uig con i liming 


a) 


Information Assessment 








reduction of funds, what 




(Multiple sources, e.g. regulations, 








program options exist for the 




options used and considered in the 








Health S**rvtr**y fnannnpnt ? 




past, staff ideas, etc.) 


D4 . Should the Parental Involvement Com- 


July, August 


July, l«J82 


|Vj — 1 . U*» r*» t lie r.nannnp n r ' u nhlor- 
*• m ■> c tire <<uH|'uiiciiL a uujcL 


a) 


bistrlctwide PAC and Local PAC 


ponent be continued as It is, Mod- 


198* 




t i VP ft mo i ? 




Records 


ified, or deleted? 


















b) 


Higrant Staff I n te rview 








04— 2. How many Distrlctwlde and 


8) 


Distrlctwlde PAC and Local PAC 








local PAC Meetings and train- 




Records 








ing sessions were held be- 












tween August 1, 1981 and 












April JO. 1982? 












04-3. Did more migrant parents 




Distrlctwlde PAC and Local PAC 








attend local snd Districtwidu 




Records 








PAC meetings and training 












sessions during 1981-82 than 







\\!k\\ &n; ? 
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III B 

DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 

K . 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS & OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


1*. (continued) 






D4-3. (continued) 

they did during 1980-81? 

M-4. How successful was the im- 
plementation of the Parental 
Involvement Component? 

a) What problems/strengths 
can be noted as a result 
of aeparating the Dis- 
trictwlde PAC into two 
PACs - Elementary and 
Seconds ry 

b) How has the reorganisa- 
tion of the AISD Central 
Adminiatrstive ataff 
sffected the implementa- 
tion of the Parental In- 
volvement Component? 

c) What concerns/strengths 
were Identified by Mi- 
grant teachers? 

d) What concerns/strengths 
were Identified by Mi- 
grant Program staff? 

n/*- r j. How do Migrant Program par- 
ents want to he involved in 
the Mlf»i\int Program? 
• 


a) Migrant Staff Interview 
h) Distrlctwide PAC Records 

a) Migrant Staff Interview 

a) Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 

.1} Migrant Staff interview 

.1) Migrant Program Parent Survey 
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DECISION QUESTIONS OVERVIEW 



DECISION QUESTION 


DECISION 
DATE 


DATE 
NEEDED 


RELEVANT EVALUATION 
QUESTIONS A OBJECTIVES 


INFORMATION SOURCES 








nA—fl Pbp 1 no nnadi K1 • ^nn^ i mil no 

i*** ** » rut i iig jjubm iuio Luni i nil a fig 


a) 


Information Assessment 








reduction of funds, what 




(Mu 1 1 iple sourc es , e.g. regul a— 








program options exist for the 




tions, options used and consid- 








Parental Involvement Compo- 




ered in the past, staff ideas, 








nent? ' 




etc. ) 


1)5. Should the MSRTS Component be contin- 


July, August 


July, 1981 


DS-l. Were the Component's objec- 


i) 


HSRTS Records 


ued as it is, nodified, or deleted? 


1981 




tives met? 










») 


Higrant Staff Interview 








1)5-2. How successful was the im- 










- 


plementation of the HSRTS 












Component (including SIS)? 












a) What concerns/strengths 




Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 








were Identified by Hi- 












grant Program teachers? 






• 






b) What concerns/strengths 


l>) 


Higrant Staff Interview 








were identified by Hi- 












grant Program staff? 












1)5-3. Pacing possible continuing 


i) 


Information Aspessment 








reduction of funds, what 




(Multiple sources, e.g. regula- 








program options exist for the 




tions, options used and considered 








MSRTS Component? 




in the past, staff ideas, etc.) 
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IV A 



INFORMATION NEEDS 



A. Needs Assessment 

11. How many Migrant Program students will be enrolled in each school 
(by grade) in the 1981-82 academic year? 

12. What is the achievement level of the Migrant Program students by 
school and by grade? How many students at each grade level are at 
the A achievement level (achievement test score is at or above the 
50th percentile), B achievement level (achievement test score is 
from the 49th percentile to the 31st percentile)' and C achievement 
level (achievement test score is the 30th percentile or below)? 

13. What compensatory programs serve Migrant Program students at each 
grade for each school; how many migrant students are served by each? 

14. What health needs have been identified for the Migrant Program 
students? 

B. Program Application 

15. How will the objectives in each of the components be evaluated? 

16. What are the proposed objectives for the 1982-83 Evaluation 
Component? 

17. What is the proposed budget for the 1982-83 Evaluation Component? 

C. Texas Education Agency Annual Evaluation Report, 1981-82 and Summer of 1982 
Regular Term 

18. How many Migrant Program students (by grade and by ethnicity) re- 
ceived either instructional or health services through the Migrant 
Program? 

19. How many Migrant Program students (by grade) received instructional 
services through the Migrant Program? 

110. How many Migrant Program students (by grade), served by the Migrant 
Program Instructional Component, have pre- and posttest achievement 
scores (grades 2-12 only)? 

111. What was the pretest normal curve equivalent mean score average (by 
grade - for grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program students pre- and 
posttested? 

112. What was the posttest normal curve equivalent mean score average (by 
grade - for grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program students pre- and 
posttested? 



EMC 



81.09 

113* What was the average normal curve equivalent gain (by grade - for 
grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program students pre- and posttested? 

114* How many Migrant Program students received health services? 

115. How many Migrant Pro grain students received medical care paid for 
with Migrant Program funds? 

116. How many Migrant Program students received dental care paid for with 
Migrant Program funds? 

117. How many Migrant Progrwda parents were involved? 
Sumner Term 

118. How many Migrant Program students (by ethnicity > received instructional 
services? 

119. How many Migrant Program students received health services? 
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IV B 



INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



00 



INFORMATION NEED 



DATE 
NEEDED 



r 



INFORMATION SOURCES 



o 

V0 



A. Needs Assessment 

11. How many Migrant Program students will 
be enrolled la each school (by grade) 
in the 1981-42 academic year? 

12. What is the achievement level of the 
Migrant Program students by school 
and by grade? How many students at 
each grade level are at the A achieve- 
ment level (achievement test score is 
at or above the 50th percentile) , B 
achievement level (achievement test 
score is from the 49th percentile to 
the 31st percentile) and C achieve- 
ment level (achievement test score is 
the 30th percentile or below)? 

13. What compensatory programs serve Mi- 
grant Program students at each grade 
for each school; how many Migrant Pro 
Program students are served by each? 

14. What health needs have been identifiec 
for the Migrant Program students? 



B. Program Application 

15. How will the objectives in each of 
the components be evaluated? 

lb. What are the proposed objectives for 
the 1982-83 Evaluation Component? 



April, 1982 



April, 1982 



a) Migrant Student Master File 

a) Migrant Student Master File 

b) Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 

c) Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

d) Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 



April, 1982 



April, 1982 



March, 1982 
March, 1982 



a) Overlap Study 

a) Migrant Health Services Form 

b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form 

a) 1982-83 Title I Migrant Application Draft 

a) 1982-83 Title I Migrant Application Draft 
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IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED 


DATE 
NEEDED 


INFORMATION SOURCES 


17. 


What is the proposed budget for the 


March, 1982 


a) 


IQft? — 8^ Title T Migrant Annlleatlnn Draft 




1982-83 Evaluation Component? 








C. Texas Education Agency Annual Evaluation 








Report for 1981-82 and Summer of 1982 








Regular Term 


August, 


a) 


Migrant Student Master File 






1982 






18. 


How many Migrant Program students (by 




b) 


Miffrant Stur4pnt AffonHin^p RprnrH 




grade and by ethnicity) received 










either instructional or health ser- 




c ) 


Miffrant Hpalth ^Arvlrpa Form 




vices through the Migrant Program? 














d) 


Migrant Medical Expenses Form 


19. 


How many Migrant Program students (by 


August, 


a) 


Migrant Student Master File 




grade) received in instructional ser- 


1982 








vices through the Migrant Program? 




b) 


Mlsrant StnHpnt Attk^nHanrp H&mrA 


110. 


How many Migrant Program students (by 


August, 


a) 


Migrant Student Master File 




grade) served by the Migrant Program 


1982 








Instructional Component, have pre- 




b) 


Migrant Student Attendance Record 




and posttest achievement scores (grade 










2-12 only)? 




c ) 


lowa lescs or Basic okxiis 








d) 


Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 


111. 


What was the pretest normal curve 


August, 


a) 


Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 




equivalent mean score average (by 


1982 








grade - for grades 2-12) for the Mi- 




b) 


Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 




grant Program students pre- and 










posttested? 








112. 


What was the posttest normal curve 


August, 


a) 


Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 




equivalent mean score average (by 


1982 







IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



o 



INFORMATION NEED 



DATE 
NEEDED 



INFORMATION SOURCES 

/ 



grade - for grades 2-12) for the Mi- 
grant Program students pre- and post- 
tested? 

113. What was the average normal curve 
equivalent gain (by grade - for 
grades 2-12) for the Migrant Program 
students pre- and posttested? 

114. How many Migrant Program students re- 
ceived health services? 



115. How many Migrant Program students 
received medical c^re paid for with 
Migrant Pre gram funds? 

116. How many Migrant Program students re- 
ceived dental care paid for with Mi- 
grant Program funds? 

117. How many Migrant Program parents were 
involved? 



Summer Term 

118. How many Migrant Program students (by 
ethnicity) received instructional 
services? 



August, 
1982 



August, 
1982 



August, 
1982 



August, 
1982 



August, 
1982 



August, 
1982 



b) Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 



Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 

Sequential Tests of Educational Progress 

Migrant Student Master File 
Migrant Health Services Form 
Migrant Student Master File 
Migrant Health Services Form 
Migrant Medical Expenses Form 

Migrant Student Master File 
PAC Records 

Migrant Student Attendance Record 

Migrant Student Master File 
Summer School Records 

/ 
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IV B 

INFORMATION NEEDS OVERVIEW 



INFORMATION NEED 


DATE' , 
NEEDED 


< INFORMATION SOURCES 


119, How many Migrant Program students re- 
ceived health services? 

/ 

to 

33 


August, 
1982 

1 


a) Migrant Health Services Form 

b) Migrant Medical Expenses Form 

oq 
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DISSEMINATION 



INFORMATION 



DISSEMINATION 
FORMAT 



DATE 



PERSONS 
RECEIVING 



Evaluation Findings for 1980-81 



Evaluation Design, 19^1-82 



Interim Findings 



Overlap of Compensatory Programs 



Evaluation Findings for 1981-82 



a) 



Texas Edu- 
cation Agen- 
cy Final Re- 
part 



b) Handouts 



c) Presenta- ' 
• tions 



a) Outline of 
evaluation 
Questions 
and data to 
be collected 

a) Needs As- 
sessment/ 
Program 
Appl ^ation 



b) Informative 
memos, pre- 
sentations , 
reports (as 
appropriate) 



a) Overlap 
Study 

a) Final Report 



b) 



technical 
leoort 



August, 
1981 



August, 

September 

1981 



August - 
September 



September, 

October 

1981 



April, 
1982 



Texas Education 
Agency-Migrant 
Program and 
Evaluation staff 

AISD Migrant Pro- 
gram staff (in- 
cludes teachers 
and their princi- 
pals) , Community 
Representatives , 
and Districtwide 
PAC parents 

Title I and Mi- 
grant teacher* 5 
AISD Parental 
Involvement staff, 
* District personnel 
^nd Districtwide 
PAC parents 

AISD Cabinet and 
other AISD staff 
including Dept. of 
Applications and 
Compliance staff 

Dept. of Applica- 
tions and Compli- 
ance staff and 
other interested 
AISD staff 



throughout 
the 1981-82 
school yeai 



Spring, 
1982 

June ,1982 



June ,1982 



various AISD staff 
- especially Mi- 
grant Program 
staff (includes 
teachers and their 
principals) 

AISD staff 



AISD staff 
AISD staff 
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VI 

INFORMATION SOURCES 



to 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


POPULATION 


EVAL. QUES. 
REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 


REMARKS 


1. Peabody Picture Vocabu- 
lary Teat 


All Migrant Program Prekin- 
dergarten students. 


Ul-l, Dl-2, Dl-3. 
12 . 

t 


Oct., 1981 
April, 1982 


Descriptive statistics 
Analysis of covarlance 
Frequency counts 


Test is individually admin- 
istered to each student* 


2. Iowa Teats of Basic 
SMI Is 


All Migrant Program students 
in grades K-8. 


1)2-1, D2-2, D2-7. 
12, 110, 111, 112, 
113* 


Sept., 1981 (K 
only) 

Feb., 1982 (7,8) 
April, 1982 (K-6 


Frequency counts 
Descriptive statistics 
MCE calculations 


Data 
wide 


collected by System- 
Testing 


3. Sequential Testa of Edu- 
cational Progress 


All Migrant Program stu- 
dents in grades 9-12. 


D2-1, P2-2. 

12, 110, 111, 112 

and 113. 


April, 1982 


Frequency counts 
Descriptive statistics 
NCE calculations 


Data 
wide 


collected by System- 
Testing 


4. Prekiudergarten Longitu- 
dinal File 


Achievement data on former 
Migrant Program pre-K stu- 
dents* 


Dl-4. 


April, 1982 


Descriptive statistics 
Regression analyses 
Other analyses to be 
determined 






5. K-12 Longitudinal 'File 


Achievement d*ta on Migrant 
Program atuUents served over 
the last fofc years. 


D2-3* 


April, 1982 


Descriptive statistics 
Regression analyses 
Other anflyses to be 
determined 






6. Migrant Student Master 
File 


All Migrant Npgraia stu- 
dents* 


D2-6. 

11-14, 18, 19, 
114, 118, 119. 


Continuous 


Frequency counts 
Descriptive statistics 






7. Migrant Student Atten- 
dance Record 


All Migrant PV>gram stu- 
dents served by a Migrant 
Program teacher. 


Dl-5 and D2-4. 
13, 18, 19, 117, 
118. 


August, 1981 

through 
May, 1982 


Frequency distributions by « 
six-weeks periods 
Comparisons by grade and by 
type of Instruction 






8. Secondary Teacher 
Activity Record 

\ 

1 * 1 


All Migrant Program High 
School Teachers* 


D2-10. 


Oct., 1981 - 
Itoc, 198 1 


Frequency counts 
Descriptive statistics 
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VI 

INFORMATION SOURCES 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


POPULATION 


EVAL. QUES. 
REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 


nr~ AflA ni/ 1+ 

REMARKS 


9. Migrant Teacher Question- 
naire 


All Migrant Program Teachers 


1)1-6, 02-5, 03-*, 
04-4, and D5-2 


March, 1982 


Frequency counts 
Content coding 




10. Rainbow Kit Teacher 
Quest ionnalre 


AH Migrant Program/ Tit le I 
teachers in the Math Rain- 
bow Kit Project. 


D2-8. 


March, 1982 


Frequency counts 
Content coding 




11 Rainbow Kit PArpnt 

Questionnaire 


Par*>nrn of Mlorant Proeram 
and Title I children re- 
ceiving Math Rainbow Kits. 


D2-9. 


Ian., 1981 
March, 1982 


Frequency counts 
Content coding 




12. Migrant Program Parent 
Survey 


Sample of Migrant Program 
Parents* 


04-5. 


November, 1981 


Frequency counts 
Content coding 




11. Migrant Staff interview 


Migrant Program Nurse, Mi- 
grant Program Administrator 
Migrant Program Coordinator 
Early Chlldhoou Coordinator 
Parental Involvement Spe- 
cialist, and Migrant Commu- 
nity Representatives. 


Dl-6, D2-5, 03-4 
04-1, 04-4, D5-1 
D5-2. 


Ian. 1982 
Feb., 1982 


Content coding 


> 


14. Migrant Health Services 
form 


Al 1 Migrant Program students 
served by the Migrant Pro- 
gram Nurse. 


UJ~ i , V J L , UJ J , 

14, 18, 114, 119. 


august, ivoi - 
htne, 1982 


Uu M MAn *■ K f raflll anr \i aiimiia ru 

ny*"DKJntn i rcmieiity sunmai / 

Totals frequency counts 




15. Migrant Kedical Expense.* 
Form 


All Migrant Program students 
for whom medical/dental 
expenses were paid by Mi- 
grant Program funds. 


D3-1, D3-2, 03-3, 
US, U6. 


August, 1981 - 
nine, 1982 


lly-month frequency summary 
lotals frequency counts 




lb. I'AC Records 


Not appl icahle. 


1)4-1, 04-2, 04-3 

04-4. 

117. 


tugust, 1981 - 
lune, 1982 


Inspection 
frequency counts 
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INFORMATION SOURCES 



INFORMATION 
SOURCE 


POPULATION 


EVAL. QUES. 
REFERENCED 


DATE 
COLLECTED 


ANALYSIS 
TECHNIQUES 


REMARKS 


17. MSRTS Records 


Not applicable. 


D5-1. 


on— wc% Ins 


inspec t ion 












Frequency counts 




18. Infora.it Ion Assessment 


Not applicable. 


Dl-7, D2-11, D3-5 


on-going 


Not applicable 








DA -6, D5-3 








j 
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VII 



DATA TO BE COLLECTED IN THE SCHOOLS 



A. Students 



October, 1981 
April, 1982 



B. Teachers 
March, 1982 

March, 1982 



August, 1981 - 
May, 1982 



October, 1981 - 
December, 1981 



C. Parents 
November, 1981 



January, 1982 - 
March, 1982 



1. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test : 

Administered to all Migrant Program pre-K 
students. 



Migrant Program Teacher Questionnaire : 
The questionnaires will be sent to all Migrant 
Program teachers. It will take 10 to 20 minutes 
to complete. 

Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire : 
The questionnaire will be given to the Migrant 
Pro gram/ Title I teachers responsible for dis- 
tributing the Math Rainbow Kit. It will take 
5 to 10 minutes to complete. 

Migrant Student Attendance Forma : 
To be complete daily by the Migrant Program 
teachers and returned to the Migrant Program 
Evaluator at the end of each six-weeks period. 

Secondary Teacher Activity Record 
Observations will be conducted of the high 
school Migrant Program teachers. 



1. Migrant Program Parent Survey 

This survey will be sent to a sample of Migrant 
Program parents (at the same time a similar Title I 
parent survey is being conducted). 

2. Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire : 

These questionnaires will be distributed twice 
to parents. The distribution and collection 
will be done by participant's teachers. 
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veil 

EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



ACTIVITY 


DIRECTOR 


SENIOR 
EVALUATOR 


EVALUATOR 


PROGRAMMER 


EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 


SECRETARY 


A. Design 


,1 


.5 


5 






4 


B, Information Sources 






* 








1. Peabody Picture Vocabulary Test 


- 


1 


15 


15 


- 


15 


2, Iowa Tests of Basic Skills 


- 


1 


10 


19 


- 


2 


3. Sequential Tests of Educational 
Progress 




1 


5 


A 




2 


4. Preklndergarten Longitudinal File 


wm 


1 


5 


10 




1 


5 f K-12 Longitudinal File 


T* 


1 


5 


10 




1 


6, Migrant Student Master File 




1 


22 


75 




25 


7* Migrant Student Attendance Record 




1 


11 


34 




10 


8 f Secondary Teacher Activity Record 


r» 


2 


10 


22 




9 


9, Migrant Teacher Questionnaire 




.5 


1.5 






1 


10. Rainbow Kit Teacher Questionnaire 




.25 


1 






1 


11. Rainbow Kit Parent Questionnaire 




,25 


2 


13 




1 


12. Migrant Program Parent Survey 


- 


.25 


1 






1 


13. Migrant Staff Interview 




.25 


3 






2 


14. Migrant Health Services Form 




.25 


3 


10 




4 


15, Migrant Medical Expenses 

u 




.25 


1,5 


3 




2 
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EVALUATION TIME RESOURCES ALLOCATION 



06 

O 



ACTIVITY 



DIRECTOR 



SENIOR 
EVALUATOR 



EVALUATOR 



PROGRAMMER 



EVALUATION 
ASSISTANT 



SECRETARY 



16. PAC Records 

17. MSRTS Records 

18. Information Assessment 

Subtotal of Information Sources 

C. Dissemination 

1. TEA Report (1981-82) (Includes 
summer school) 

2. Handouts 

3* Needs Assessment, Program Applica- 
tion (inc. Amendments) 

4. Final Report 

5. Other Dissemination (mtgs., etc.) 

Subtotal of Dissemination 

D. Technical Report 

E. Administrative and Other Indirect 
Time Costs 

Total 



50 



.i 
.i 

.i 
a 
.i 

.5 
1 

.5 

2 



2 
13 



.5 
.5 

.5 
.5 
.5 
2.5 
5 

10 
31 



2 
2 
5 



5 
1 

10 
2 
2 
20 
60 

AO 
230 



215 



15 

230 



2 
2 
5 



2 
2 
1 
8 
60 

60 
230 



5* 
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